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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed October 27, 201 0 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. In response to the restriction requirement mailed September 27, 
2010, the applicants' representative asserts that the examination of the examination of 
all the claims would not be burdensome. The examiner respectfully disagrees. The 
groups of claims are directed to distinct inventions, which are in different 
Classes/subclasses and different search queries. For example, claims 1-8, 12-14, 23, 
25-27 and 32 are directed to a negotiation between wireless access point and controller 
node, whereby the WLAN function is split between the wireless access point and the 
controller. Searching for this claims will require the examiner to search in class 370, 
subclass 338, and also to use search queries that are completely different from that of 
claim 31 (a method in which a network entity receives frames from neighboring entities 
and using the received frames to determine a network topology), or claim 17 (a method 
for performing load balancing in a wireless access point, as recited in the claim, which is 
not related to the system of claim 1). The different searches/queries would be 
burdensome on the examiner. Therefore the examiner maintains that the restriction 
requirement mailed September 27, 2010 is proper. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 13 is objected to because of the following informalities: on line 3, delete 
"a". Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1 3, 26, and 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. Claim 13 recites the limitation "said discover 
message" in line 7. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 26 and 27 recite the limitation "said selected functional components" in 
line 3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 1 -8, 1 2, 23 and 33 are allowed. 

Claim 14 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Chuah et 
al 20050059396 (hereinafter Chuah). 

Regarding claim 13, Chuah discloses a method for providing service in a 
wireless local area network (WLAN) (see fig. 1 , p.2, [0020]) that allows a defined WLAN 
function split between a wireless access point (WAP) (access point 138, see figs. 6A 
and 6B, p. 4, [0044]) and a single or plurality of Control Nodes (CN) (gateway 136, see 
figs. 6A and 6B, p. 4, [0044]) comprising the steps in which: a the WAP discovers CNs 
that may provide complementary WLAN functions by sending a single or plurality of 
messages containing information about a subset of WLAN functions of the WAP to all of 
the CNs in the plurality of CNs (gateway query message, see fig. 6, p. 4, [0044]); after 
receiving said discover message, at least one of the CNs replies with a single or 
plurality of messages containing information about a subset of WLAN functions said CN 
has available for the WAP (service discovery message, see fig. 6, p.4. [0045] - [0046]); 
and said WAP chooses from all the replied CNs a proper CN based on Local policy and 
establishes an association with said chosen CN (access point selects a gateway, see 
fig. 6, p.4-5, [0046]). 

Regarding claim 32, Chuah discloses a wireless access point (WAP) (access 
point 138, see figs. 6A and 6B, p.4, [0044]) in a wireless local area network (WLAN) 
(see fig. 1 , p.2, [0020]) that allows a defined WLAN function to be split between the 
wireless access point (WAP) and one or more Control Nodes (CNs), the WAP 
comprising: a discovery function which initiates a discovery operation to discover a 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/591 ,1 84 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2617 

Control Node (CN) (gateway 136, see figs. 6A and 6B, p. 4, [0044]) among said one or 
more CNs that may complement said WAP with respect to providing said defined WLAN 
function by sending a plurality of discover messages (gateway query message, see fig. 
6, p.4, [0044]) containing information about its own subset of the defined WLAN 
function, to the one or more CNs (access point transmitting gateway query message to 
one or more gateways, see fig. 6, p.4, [0044]); a receiving function which receives one 
or more reply messages from said one or more CNs in response to said discover 
messages, said one or more reply messages including information about a subset of the 
defined WLAN function, said one or more CNs have available for the WAP (service 
discovery message, transmitted from the gateways to the access point see fig. 6, p.4. 
[0045] - [0046]); a choosing function which chooses from among said one or more CNs 
that sent said one or more reply messages a particular CN based on local policy 
(access point selects a gateway, see fig. 6, p.4-5, [0046]). 

8. Claims 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated by Cain 
et al 20050053005 (hereinafter Cain). 

Regarding claim 25, Cain discloses a method for accommodating variances in a 
wireless network topology (MANET, see p.2, [0013], [0021]) comprising a step of 
dynamically adapting an operations logic of at least one network entity (controller, see 
p.2, [0013]) of said wireless network topology to alter processing of one or more 
functional sub-components (controller adjusting transmission parameters based on 
network topology changes, see p.2, [0013]-[0015], [0017]-[0018]). 
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Regarding claim 26 as applied to claim 25, Cain further discloses a step 
of altering processing of selected functional sub-components at the at least one network 
entity by bypassing said processing of said selected functional sub-components 
(controller adjusting/maintaining transmission parameters based on network topology 
changes, steps 103-107, see fig. 10, p.2, [0013]-[0015], [0017]-[0018]). 

Regarding claim 27 as applied to claim 25, Cain further a step of altering 
processing of selected functional sub-components at the at least one network entity by 
selectively processing said selected functional sub-components (controller adjusting 
transmission parameters based on network topology changes, see p.2, [0013]-[0015], 
[0017]-[0018]). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Benveniste 7,606,208 discloses distributed architecture for deploying multiple 
wireless local-area networks. 

Tervo et al 7,478,146 discloses a system, apparatus, and method for 
communicating capabilities of a mobile device. 

Simpson-Young et al 7,191 ,236 discloses transparent telecommunications 
system and apparatus. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to OLUMIDE T. AJIBADE-AKONAI whose telephone 
number is (571)272-6496. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8.30p-5p. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Appiah can be reached on 571-272-7904. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/OLUMIDE T AJIBADE-AKONAI/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



